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We hope, dear and greatly esteemed friend, that you will
recognize the justice of the considerations I have expressed, and
that you will give us an explanation that will quiet our misgivings.
At all events believe me that I would not have written this letter,
had not the passages indicated in your article indeed called forth
misgivings among many of your sincere and earnest friends.

In conclusion, I may only reiterate the expression of my deepest
regard for you and my warmest good wishes for yourself and
your good work."

I need hardly assure M. Tcherkoff that not only do I
not resent his letter but I welcome it for its warmth of affec-
tion and for its transparent sincerity.

I do not propose to enter into a detailed reply to the
points raised in the letter. For me the matter does not admit
of reasoning beyond a point. It is one of deep conviction
that war is an unmixed evil. I would not yield to anyone
in my detestation of war. But conviction is one thing, cor-
rect practice is another. The very thing that one war resister
may do in the interest of his mission may repel another
war resister who may do the exact opposite, and yet both
may hold the same view about war. This contradiction
arises because of the bewildering complexity of human
nature. I can only, therefore, plead for mutual toleration
even among professors of the same creed.

Now for some points in the letter. I do not recall the
writing or speech in which I expressed repentance for my
participation in Britain's wars. What I am likely to have
said is that I was not sorry, that I aided Britain though her
policy was afterwards discovered by me to have been one
fraught with harm to India and danger to humanity. If I
had felt remorse for having taken part in the three wars as
wars, I should have remembered it and repeated it unless I
had changed my opinion about my participation.

Whatever I have done was not done from expedience
as we understand the term. I claim to have done every act
described by me for the purpose of advancing the cause
of peace. That does not mean that those acts really advanc-
ed the cause of peace. I am merely stating the fact that my
motive was peace.